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cumstances, how could the individual men who wrought
them appeal to them themselves ? . It was not till
afterwards, when their friends and disciples could
calmly look back upon their life, and review the vari-
ous actions and providences which occurred in the
course of it, that they would be able to put together
the scattered tokens of Divine favour, none or few of
which might in themselves be a certain evidence of a
miraculous power. As well might we expect men in
their lifetime to be called Saints, as workers of mira-
cles. But this is not all; the objection serves to sug-
gest a very observable distinction, which holds good
between the conduct of those whose miracles are de-
signed to be evidence of the truth of religion, and that
of others though similarly gifted. The Apostles, for
instance, did their miracles openly, because these weie
intended to be instruments of conversion ; but when
the supernatural Power took up its abode in the
Church, and manifested itself as it would, and not for
definite objects which it signified at the time of Its
manifestation, it could not but seem to imply some
personal privilege, when operating in an individual,
who would in consequence be as little inclined to pro-
claim it aloud as to make a boast of his graces.

where this very thing is confessed : then he continues : u and
if so, we may safely infer that. where they did succeed, they
were to be ascribed to the ordinary means of healing under
the Divine blessing/' Bishop Blomfield's Sermons, p. 434. 1
cannot follow his Lordship in calling this inference a safe one.